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The topics that should be routinely considered in such reports ar< easy to list. The following are based on fuller treatments in the references cited.
Attrition Rates
The difference between the ultimate target samples of program par-ticipants and control-group members is crucial. Estimates of program effect may be inflated, deflated, or remain unchanged, relative to their true value, depending on the magnitude of attrition in the grou]
Yet attrition rates are sometimes not reported. Nor are differen< reported. Even less frequently reported are analyses of how sensitiv* the conclusions are to the rates and to differences in the rates.
Character of Program
Understanding what happens in a program is, of course, important; developing orderly, inexpensive descriptions of what happens is diffi-cult.  This does not excuse one from trying to document program activity well. Little reporting has been undertaken, partly perhaps because of a lack of understanding of how to measure the level of program Implementation well.
Access to the Data Base
Assuring that raw research data are accessible for reanalysis, in the interest of facilitating criticism and secondary analysis, is not common.  Still, it seems sensible to advance understanding of how to exploit costly Information better and how to encourage thoughtful criticism (see Fienberg et al., 1985). The implication for research policy in this arena is that reports should routinely inform the readi about what raw data are available and from whom.
The vehicles for assuring the data that are available include the normal contract System and agencies responsible for overseeing evaluations.
Target Population/Recruitment
The general characteristics of youths targeted for programs are usually a matter of law or regulation and are usually reported. Demographic characteristics of the sample are also reported.
But how youths are recruited, what fraction of the available Population is involved, and what kinds of problems were encountered i targeting are often not reported or given only superficial treatment. As a consequence, it would be difficult to replicate the program even if it were found to be successful. And it is difficult for the thoughtful observer to reconcile conflicts among the results of different studies.how sizes of program effect vary. [See Light and Pillemer (1984) and Cordray and Orwin (1985) on synthesis and the Problems that poor reporting engenders.]
